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Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to RCE filed on July 1 , 2009 and petition decision dated 
10/1/2009. Claims 4 - 7, 22 - 24 and 26 are amended. Claims 28 - 35 are newly added. 
Consequently, claims 1 - 7, 22 - 35 are pending. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed has been 
entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 4 - 7, 22 -24, 26 - 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tapissier et al. U.S. Patent Pub. No. 2003/0078972 (referred to 
hereafter as Tapissier) in view of Suzuki U.S. Patent No. 5, 736,982. 
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As to claim 6, Tapissier teaches a method for client-side management of 
communications channels, the method comprising: 

determining a maximum number of simultaneous connections N supportable by a 
client (see paragraph 0081 , Tapissier discloses an administrator setting number of 
maximum allowable chatters in a chat room); 

identifying between one and N entities that meet a predefined criterion from a 
plurality of entities (see Paragraphs 0073 and 0082, Tapissier discloses the predefined 
number of chatters discussing specific topic or theme in a chat room); 

granting permission to the identified entities to communicate with the client; and 
revoking permission to communicate with the client held by entities of the plurality of 
entities that are not among the identified entities (see 0081, Tapissier discloses 
allowing or banning users to chat in a chat room), 

wherein the determining, identifying, granting and revoking steps are performed 
by the client (see paragraph 0069, Tapissier discloses a chat server through which 
chatters are allowed to join or banned in a chat room); 

Tapissier discloses the invention as mentioned above. Tapissier does not 
explicitly discloses the limitation " wherein the predefined criterion is a distance to the 
client within a virtual world, wherein the plurality of entities and the client are 
represented by different avatars within the virtual world such that the distance between 
each of the plurality of entities and the client are calculated using coordinate information 
within the virtual world". 
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In the same endeavor, Suzuki discloses user terminals that are connected to a 
common server. The server maintains a common virtual space image within which 
avatars for each user can move. The avatar positions and the directions of their eyes 
are constantly communicated to the server. The server aids the terminals to display 
avatars of other users within the vision field of their own avatars. Hence an avatar in 
one position perceives one image and if moved to another position perceives another 
avatar and can talk to it if within a defined distance where the distance between 
avatars is calculated using coordinate values(see col. 5, lines 18-32 and figs.4A, 17 
and 18). 

It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to incorporate the distance among clients within a virtual world wherein the 
distance is calculated using coordinate system as disclosed by Suzuki in Tapissier's 
invention to provide a sense of real existence in a virtual space and allow auditory and 
visual links among users by dynamically change the quality of voices to be mixed on 
the basis of the position of individual avatars (see col. 14, lines 54 - 67). 

As to claim 4, Tapissier teaches the method of claim 6 wherein granting 
permission to the identified entities includes sending a permission message from the 
client to each of the identified entities (see Tapissier paragraph 0080). 
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As to claim 5, Tapissier teaches the method of claim 6 wherein revoking 
permission includes sending a revocation message from the client to each of the entities 
that are not among the identified entities (see Tapissier paragraph 0081). 

As to claim 7, Tapissier teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising: 
determining whether the client has received permission from each of the identified 
entities to communicate with each entity (see Tapissier paragraph 0081); and 

if permission has not been received from one of the identified entities, identifying 
between one and N entities that meet the predefined criterion, wherein the identifying 
excludes the previously identified entity from which permission has not been received 
(see Tapissier paragraph 0081 ). 

As to claim 32, Tapissier teaches the method of claim 6, further comprising 
determining whether the identified entities have permission to communicate with the 
client and granting permission to communicate with the client to the identified entities 
that are determined to not have permission to communicate with the client (see 
paragraph 0081). 

As to claim 33, Tapissier teaches the method of claim 32, wherein determining 
whether the identified entities have permission to communicate with the client 
comprises maintaining a permission table associating each of the entities with a first 
indicator representing whether permission to communicate with the client has been 
granted by the client (see paragraph 0081). 
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As to claim 34, Tapissier teaches the method of claim 33, wherein the permission 
table associates each of the identified entities with a second indicator representing 
whether permission to communicate with the entity has been granted by the entity (see 
paragraph 0081). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 2 , 3, 25, 28 - 31 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tapissier in view of Suzuki U.S. Patent No. 5,736,982 .and in further 
view of Hedge et al. U. S. Patent No. 6,925,495. 

Tapissier and Suzuki teach the invention as mentioned above. Tapissier and 
Suzuki do not explicitly teach the predetermined criteria of connection as the speed of 
client connection and the processor speed unit within the client. However, Hedge 
teaches a method and system for delivering and monitoring an on demand play list over 
a network using a template where the attributes of the requesting device are 
determined. These attributes may include information related to the operating system of 
the requesting device. It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art 
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at the time of the invention was made to incorporate the identification of the devices' 
attribute such as the connection and CPU speed of a client device in the combination of 
Tapissier and Suzuki's invention to provide optimized performance of communication 
among devices in real time (see Hedge abstract and col. 1 lines 56 - 65). 

4. Claims 22 - 24, 26, 27, do teach or disclose any limitation above and beyond 
the limitations of claims 1 - 7, 25, 28 - 35 and therefore are rejected for similar reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect t have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SARGON N. NANO whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-4007. The examiner can normally be reached M - F 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571 ) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/Sargon N Nano/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



/ARIO ETIENNE/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



